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REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS ARE DROPPING 


EAL estate activity is feeling the effect of tight money. Of the 92 cities 
Roto on the table on the following two pages, a comparison ofthe past 3 
months with the corresponding period of a year ago shows that all but 8 
showed a drop. Those which showed a larger number of transfers were so widely 
scattered and seemed so erratic that the chances are that at least a part of the 
favorable showing was due to unusually low figures a year ago. 


Some cities have shown very sizable drops. Springfield, Massachusetts, for 
instance, is showing 30. 1% fewer transfers now than a year ago. Portland, Maine, 
is second on this list with a drop of 26.2%. Louisville, Kentucky, is third with a 
drop of 25.5%. Milwaukee, Wisconsin, is fourth with a drop of 24.0%. Little 
Rock, Arkansas, is fifth with a drop of 23.2%. Memphis, Tennessee, is sixth 
with a drop of 22.3%. Rochester, New York, is seventh with a drop of 21.7%. 
Fort Worth, Texas, is eighth with a drop of 21.0%. 


The erratic nature of some of these figures is shown by the fact that Fort 
Worth showed a drop of 21.0%, and Dallas, its twin city, showed an increase of 
7.8%. Minneapolis, Minnesota, showed an increase of 2.0%, while St. Paul, 
its twin city, showed a drop of 12.7%. San Francisco, California, hada drop of 
8.4%, while Oakland, its twin, showed a drop of 15. 1%. 


In looking over the figures and charts on the individual cities the difference 
in the number of real estate transfers per 10, 000 families is striking and often 
difficult to explain. Why, for instance, should Minneapolis have 122. 5 transfers 
per 10, 000 families at the present time, while Milwaukee, next to it in the alpha- 
betical arrangement, has only 64.9? Both cities have much in common. 


The largest number of transfers in relationship to families is in St. Peters- 
burg, Florida, with 326.5, and Phoenix, Arizona, with 213.3 transfers per 10, 000 
families. Undoubtedly the rapid rate of growth would have much to do with these 
high figures, as it would with 192.9 in Tucson, Arizona, 137.6 in Miami, Florida, 
and 110.0 in Los Angeles, California. 


The smallest number of transfers in relationship to the number of families is 
in Somerville, Massachusetts, with 20.3 per 10, 000 families, and the second 
(cont. on page 108) 
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REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS PER 10,000 FAMILIES 
PRESENT COMPARED WITH A YEAR AGO 


Number of real estate transfers 
per 10,000 families 
City Last year P resent % change 


Akron, Ohio 131. 
Allentown, Pa. 86. 
Atlanta, Ga 
Austin, Tex. 
Baltimore, Md 
Binghamton, N. Y 
Birmingham, Ala 
Boston, Mass 


123. 
75. 
114. 
81. 
103. 
73. 
79. 
37. 


-5. 
-12. 
-16. 
-8. 
-14. 
-7. 
-4, 
-9 
-11. 
-16. 
-13. 
12. 
-11 
~16. 
-4, 
+7. 
-18. 
-19. 
-3 
14 
18. 
18. 


Bridgeport, Conn. 
Bulfalo, N. Y. 
Chattanooga, Tenn 
Chicago, lll 
Cincinnati, Ohio 
Cleveland, Ohio 
Columbus, Ohio 
Dallas, Tex. 
Davenport, lowa 
Dayton, Ohio 
Decatur, Ill 
Denver Colo 

Des Moines, lowa 
Detroit, Mich 
Duluth, Minn 
Elizabeth, N. J 
Evansville, Ind 
Fall River, Mass 
Flint, Mich 

Fort Wayne, Ind 
Fort Worth, Tex 
Gary, Ind 

Grand Rapids, Mich. 
Hartford, Conn 


-6. 
-18 
-12 
~14. 

13 

21 

14 


Houstor Tex 
Indianapolis, Ind 
Jacksonville, Fla 
Jersey City, N. J 
Kalamazoo, Mich 
Kansas City, Mo 
Lafayette, Ind. 
Little Rock, Ark 
Los Angeles, Calif 
Louisville, Ky 
Lowell-Lawrence-Haverhill, Mass. 
Memphis, Tenn 
Miami, Fla. 
Milwaukee, Wis 
Minneapolis, Minn 
Muncie, Ind 
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REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS PER 10,000 FAMILIES 
PRESENT COMPARED WITH A YEAR AGO 


Number of real estate transfers 
per 10,000 families 
City Last year Present %® change 


Nashville, Tenn. 95. 
Nassau County, N. Y. 162. 
Newark, N. J. 47. 43. -8 
New Haven, Conn. 58. 59. +1. 
New York, N. Y. (Manhattan) . ° ° 
Oakland, Calif. 97. 82. -15 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 144. 17 
Philadelphia, Pa. 48. 
Phoenix, Ariz. 215. 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Portland, Maine 

Portland, Oreg. 

Queens County, N. Y. 
Richmond, Va. 

kochester, N. Y. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Paul, Minn. 

St. Petersburg, Fla. 

Salt Lake City, Utah 

San Antonio, Tex. 

San Diego, Calif. 

San Francisco, Calif. 

San Jose, Calif. 

Savannah, Ga. 

Seattle, Wash. 
Somerville, Mass. 

South Bend, Ind. 
Springfield, Mass. 
Springfield, Mo. 
Springfield, Ohio 
Syracuse, N. Y. 

Tacoma, Wash. 

Terre Haute, Ind. 

Toledo, Ohio 

Topeka, Kans. 

Trenton, N. J. 

Tucson, Ariz. 

Tulsa, Okla. 

Waco, Tex. 

Washington, D. C. 
Waterbury, Conn. 
Westchester County, N. Y. 
Worcester, Mass. 
Youngstown, Ohio 
Winnipeg, Canadaf 
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*Not available at present time. 
TtNot included in National Average. 

















~ REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 


BERESER Rc = 
: 


300 


200}— 








40, LE 
| ALLENTOWN, PA. _ 
(City) 

ee Se ae 

945 1950 


PTT rey | 











sol. ATLANTA, GA. 
(Pulton Co.) 


oo ae Be | i 
1945 1950 


400 
300 


200 F 





ox 
2 
W 
ix 
a 
uw 
WY) 
dq 
ox 
> 
a 
ox 
d 
r 
> 
4 
© 
> 
oe 


AUSTIN, TEXAS <a a BALTIMORE, MD ie 

(Trav | (Baltimore Co.) 
aaem 2 ie or Se ee ee 
950 945 1950 1955 1960 


l ] Be O REBAR ES we 


> —_—_——_—_| 


























| 


(Broome ) (Jefferson Co.) 


CAR tk ee eee ee 2k 8 
1950 1955 1960 1945 | 1955 





a ; 
BINGHAMTON, N.Y. | so. BIRMINGHAM, ALA 























REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 
| T | 7. SS oe | Tr. Ts | ee ef a 
BOSTON, MASS ——_ 300+ BRIDGEPORT, CONN. —— 
ks llesex Co a eveeennert Pairfield, 


200 
Shelton, Stratford, Westport) 














Paws Fs ee we ae 
1945 1950 1955 
pO Tt) ter een) te 
300 CHATTANOOGA, TENN 


| (Hamilton Co.) 
2 00} 





1S0} 














ae “ 

1945 1950 

ne LR A OOF 
100} CINCINNATI, OHIO 


(Hamilton Co.) 
200} 

















Saves 

1945 1950 
ae =". + tie 
CLEVELAND, OHIO 300} amare yi OHIO 


) | (Frank) 20.) 
200} 


























FAMILIES 


TRANSFERS PER 10,000 


NTARY 


VALU 


NUMBER OF V 





REAL ESTATE 


TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 


‘2 BE I ie ie We i De 


DALLAS, TEXAS 


195 








DAYTON, OHIO 


} 


i 
950 





DENVER. 





DETROIT, MICH 





alii 
1960 


op ES ee 


300} 





40}-—___—__—_—- 
| DAVENPORT, IOWA 
(Scott Co.) 


hn am a 
1950 








40}- ——_- 
30} DECATUR, ILL 


(Macon Co.) 


2oL_i| j 1 J 
1945 50 


400 r 


300 


200;}— 





"DES MOINES, IOWA 
(Polk Co.) 

Eka oS Bw 
1945 1950 
ryrrrerrT yt tet 


300}-— 


200}- 


"| DULUTH, MINN. 
| (St. Louis Co.) 


olf buhiedieleal eS eo 























NUMBER OF VOLUNTARY TRANSFERS PER 10,000 FAMILIES 


20| 


| So} ——— 
LIN. io 


REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK 


& CO. 1957 





, . t eer eee 




















ELIZABETH, N. J. z 
(Union Co.) 
i e" 


ae 
1950 1955 
tite see ks 


1945 











60 


60 


40} 


20 


300} 


200} 


150 


100 
60 


60 


40 


30 


201 


400 


300 


‘ 





| 





FALL RIVER, MASS. 
(City) 
L 


945 


TT 





owt it 





ean eee 
1950 1955 
Batik 2 Awe oe ew 


it 
1960 











+ 








| 
r 


m ab hedieadl tot a te on 





| EVANSVILLE, IND. 
(Vanderburgh Co.) 
(it fees 
945 1950 


iV tT CVG ©) Scere oe 68 





| | 





es 
1955 


= 
196 











_ FLINT, ‘MICH. 


(Genesee Co.) 





————EEEe 


[tt UY... oo ee ese oe eo 























| FORT WAYNE, IND. 
| (Allen Co.) 
= 
1945 


es oe fF 








aan eee 
1950 1955 1960 


TT TT Sere eT 


20 











GARY, IND 


(Lake Co.) 


20 
1945 


| FORT WORTH, TEX. 





(Tarrant Co.) 
eer rae. Vee 
1950 1955 1960 











1945 


GRAND RAPIDS 


(Kent Co.) 


MICH. 














REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 
rere. i fhe LE Beeps a 


>— -_ 


T ! rT T T 
HARTFORD 


(H 


rT 
ONN 


, 


} 











‘a ————___—__—_ 


| HOUSTON, TEX. __ 


(Harris Co.) 
Bunwie oe 


945 1950 1955 1960 
Pee eos ee i ee 








o}——--———— -- — — 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND -_ |_JACKSONVILLE, FLA 
(mM t ) (Duval Co.) 

Lj ae ‘Mos SSeS 
945 1950 945 1950 

ot, Bk em ci wwe tne sf 
~ 300-— JERSEY CITY, N. J pa 


20\ 





*! KALAMAZOO, MICH 
Baw x Co.) fs 
Bax 11 11 


945 19 


ioe . ee 4% 








KANSAS CITY, MO " | | LAFAYETTE, IND 
(Tippecanoe Co. ) 


Sag eee 
1950 























REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 
rvvererrere Ts. Tt eee 
300+ LOS ANGELES, CALIF 

Lh. (Los Angeles Co.) 




















20 





























LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 
(Pulaski Co.) 

22 we piotiriirit = 4 awe Be 
1945 1945 1950 
TT 1 REERZE ASOD ST TTT ee ee 
0} 304— LOWELL, LAWRENCE, HAVERHILL, MASS.4 



































LOUISVILLE, Ky. CN 
(Jefferson 


a lo | oft tt eee re ae 
1955 19 1950 1955 


T oe re 





es 
uw 
ve 
WY 
Z 
Sf 
x 

















MEMPHIS, TENN. | MIAMI, FLA. 
(Shelby Co.) (Dade Co.) 


1945 1950 1955 


[V.: tan ce es . SF RABE BIBS: Yh 


























MILWAUKEE, WIS, De MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. __ 
(Milwaukee Co.) 


i a oe Co. Nike 4% 
ee ee ee ee ee poisiitiiit 
1950 1955 1960 1945 1955 1960 


1 
































REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 
PUTS tt Car eee Te oe | 


4 300} , | 


4 's0r- — ~ —— — 
Fa" 1289 














40 
| NASSAU COUNTY, NY : 
(Nassau Co.) 
ot Seed) ff 8 ed eee 
1945 1950 955 

.. . ' . ) oor 2. e 
NASHVILLE, TENN r—NEWARK, N. J. 


) (Essex Co.) 


MUNCIE, IND 


950 











T 


NEW HAVEN. CONN : /-BROOKLYN BOROUGH, N. Y 


Derby Town, East Haven, ‘ (Kings Co.) 
ia — +} 


ig North Haven, 
West Haven) 











30 ——___— 
13) ot t Dee 
1955 1960 1945 1955 
rvvyapetrttts. ©. weer fe te 
MANHATTAN BOROUGH, N | °}— QUEENS BOROUGH, NY. 


200 (Queens Co ) 




















TRANSFERS PER 





1 


1960 























REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(©) by ROY WENZLICK & 00. 987 
2m Bw Bw: — Tr to. T vr" 
300+ OAKLAND clus i! soot OKLAHOMA ‘CITY. OKLA “me 


(Alameda Co.) a (Oklahoma Co.) 


400, T 














150] 





100) 
60 











60}— 








40 








30 


See eeekaiees saver 3 Sees one 
945 


1960 = 1950 1960 


READENGA. BA ed one rey et eae et ey 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. ———--————— Laine a 


(Philadelphia Co.) 

















i Par 2/133 


7 AA nas 
, 
NIA 
iA 
. 














ATIONAL AVERAGE 





PER Ic 





| PHOENIX, ARIZ. _ 


(Maricopa Co.) 


a 4 eee Se ey Beeewe ener es 


945 1950 1955 1960 
BERR ee eee eT a Lee . 14 “T- Tr = 
PITTSBURGH, PA” soem | ©0}— PORTLAND, ME. 


(Allegheny Co.) (Cumberland Co.) 


TRANSFER 





AR Y 




















prose tosis) aie ti id | 
aaa 1960 945 


AG 2b Bd Be La ae 
oe RICHMOND VA." —, 

















‘»|. PORTLAND, OREG. i o 
(Multnomah Co.) 

: Ae a ee Pee eee eee 

ons 1955 1960 






































103 








REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 
mre ys Pet to. Pl) Cae ee 


4 








40} 


5OF 


ROCHESTER. N. Y i _ ST. LOUIS,MO 


(City and County) 








>—_—_—_—__— 


ST. PETERSBURG, CLEARWATER, FLA 
(Pinellas Co.) 


ak oa ae 
945 1950 1955 
l 


Se Oh oe T ] 











ALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 


) ; (Bexar Co.) | 


ee J Bee es 
5 1945 1950 


“a? © tare TT T 


'- 


a a 





; a 
SAN DIEGO. CALIF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 

, ) - J oO (gen Francisco, Alameda, Marin, San Mateo, 
; contra Costa Cos.) 
20 cose Se see aie eC A ee 
1960 1945 1950 1955 











= 























REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO 
2 ih ‘| 





BBA Bt 


400 


, 1957 
mi a. ae Ew. 


300r— 


200} 


150 





“ <- “Pare 
nts lara Co.) 
| 2 Bee £58 
1955 


950 


eh Be 








SOUTH BEND, IND 
eph Co.) 


oc. p Slee foes a 
1950 1955 








1960 





60 


60} 





aS ches 
pee mews fv 80 


40} 


30 


400 


: 
| 


20 
94 


| SAVANNAH, GA. 


(Chatham Co.) 
CRs eer 
c 1950 

' * ta8 ese 
SOMERVERE, MASS 


(Miudlesex C 


A BW x 








SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
(Hampden Co.) 
Tees 

5 1950 


‘twee 


SPRINGFIELD, C OHIO — 


Clark Co.) 


poe iatiiiily 


1955 




















S PER 10,000 


INTARY TRANSFER 


400; 
200} 
200} 


| 50} 


VOLU 


OF 


NUMBER 





REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 


" ’ " 


ee we 
SYRACUSE, N.Y 
Co.) 


nondags 


TACOMA, WASH. 


(Pierce Co.) 


1945 1950 


NATIONAL / 


TOLEDO, OHIO 


(lucas Co.) 





1945 


TOPEKA, KANSAS eae TRENTON, N.J. 


oe (Mercer Co.) 
me te we 
1955 1950 


whee ) 


TT 


TUCSON, ARIZ. TULSA, OKLA. 
a Ce (Tulsa Co.) 


1945 1950 














REAL ESTATE TRANSFERS 


(C) by ROY WENZLICK & CO., 1957 
TTT fae be oeoeee eb) ee ee | ees 
WACO, TEXAS 309F~W ASHINGTON, D. C . 


(McLennan Co.) 








200 

















60 





60 





40r- 





= 30 
Se Sa eee eee 

1950 1955 1960 1945 ~ 1950 — sae 

rT Ct same ). 2. ae TT Ts) Tt eee TT] 

WATERBURY, CONN. ———)_ 79°F WESTCHESTER CO., N. ¥ ~~ 


(Waterbur Naugatuck, Watertown) 
200) 











NATIONAI AVERA( a: 


-—— ——$$—$—$_____—_—_——_ — 





San ne Cis ee 4.8) 








1950 1955 1960 1950 1955 
] 2 ae Pas jill T 6 T eed 3 3... wake sae T | 1 rs 
YOUNGTOWN, OHIO ~~ 


_(Mahoning Co. Pre 


— — 





WORCESTER, MASS. 


(Worceste 


pee es ee ae biigtiiiitiis 
1950 1955 1960 1955 


vv LR LA SSLe B ror bi ae 


— —— 





























°F—WINNEPEG, CANADA 


136) De ee ee eavocnr Trea. teow 
1945 1950 























107 














(cont. from page 93) 

smallest number is in Jersey City, New Jersey, with 28.2. This is probably due 
to the fact that these are old, well-established communities in which a great deal of 
property has gotten into rather strong hands and is rented more frequently than 
it is sold. Other cities in which the number of transfers per 10, 000 families is 
less than 50 are as follows: Washington, D. C., 49.1; Chicago, Illinois, 48. 8; 
Portland, Oregon, 48.3; Houston, Texas, 47.7; Bridgeport, Connecticut, 47. 6; 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 47.1; Waterbury, Connecticut, 44.2; Queens County, 
New York, 44.0; Newark, New Jersey, 43.5; Lowell-Lawrence-Haverhill, 
Massachusetts, 38.5; and Boston, Massachusetts, 37.5. 


It is rather difficult to explain in our figures why Houston is running less than 
50 transfers per 10,000 families, while Dallas and Fort Worth are running over 
100. San Antonio is running about 80. By referring to the chart on Houston, how- 
ever, it will be noticed that a few years ago the Houston figures were running 
better than 100, and in some years as high as 200, with a steady downward trend 
from 1950. San Antonio has shown a declining trend, but not so pronounced. 
While Dallas and Fort Worth have both shown some downward trend, it is less 
pronounced than it is in many of the other cities. 














